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[^1]: The Return from which the figures in these papers have been taken, was made up at the Head Quarters of the Army, and a copy was furnished to the Army Medico-Chirurgical Society by its respected President. Since the completion of that Return, I understand some errors have been discovered in it, but they chiefly occur in the summing up of the different details. I believe the *relative* proportion of the different items to remain unchanged, though in various points the numbers given are not *absolutely* correct. There are no errors in the case of operations. I have not seen a copy of the corrected Return, or I would have substituted its figures for those given in this paper, in such instances as there was any call to do so.
